Drawing on ethnographic research with organisations redistributing food waste, this paper explores potentials for political and ethical learning by comparing different approaches to food handling and teaching. Food acts as instigator and tool for learning about ecological impacts, wellbeing, food journeys, health, and pleasure. Re-learning wasted food challenges accusations of its stigmatising potential while attempting to address serious material issues of food insecurity and community food access. Taking seriously the charge that 'community-level' approaches might depoliticise and individualise food distribution at the expense of structural critique and action, these pragmatic and polysemic enrolments of food waste can nevertheless embody a teleology of change, through changing practices of food handling and fostering critical understandings of food system issues. While acknowledging the spatial, temporal and technological mediators of foodstuff's journey between bin and mouth, attention is paid to the sensorial, embodied, and affective means by which the food/waste distinction is known and taught/learned. A 'political ecology of the body' framework is used to explore the 'visceral realm' of food access as always situated in learners' diverse former experiences. These visceral pedagogies of knowing food sit alongside the power dynamics of regulatory food governance in the form of, for example, expiry-date labels. In short, these practices, albeit rooted in environmentally damaging and unequally-distributed foodscapes requiring systemic transformation, can nevertheless foster more vibrant sympathies between people and food, more care-ful connections between learners and their food futures. 24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60   F  o  r  P  e  e  r  R  e  v  i  e  w   6 164 necessarily protect against poverty. In this context, can wasted food redistribution, 165 and the politics it generates, foster systemic change while addressing bodily needs?
166 Debates are underway in the UK as to the kind of solution 'surplus food 167 redistribution' offers as a response to hunger and/or food waste, and its distribution of 168 benefits (Caraher & Furey, 2017) 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 296 The PEB framework, however, embraces the interactions of the structural, discursive 297 and material operations of power and we consider political activity at multiple levels, 298 rather than analyse all consumption-focussed activity as embodying neoliberal 299 strategy. We will thus explore different ways that redistribution organisations 300 configure food qualities, especially safety and edibility, and their political 301 implications. Exploring differences between organisations' more-than-human 302 assembling of food ethics is an attempt to identify spaces for debate around a key 303 question for food justice: how should we regard/utilise wasted food?
304 As suggested, actors utilise wasted food for different ends, using diverse practical and 305 discursive means for representing and handling food/waste, which translate into 306 distinctive pedagogies of 'knowing food' that can then be taught to others. These 307 range from activists' performances revealing the extent and mundane capitalist logics 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 341 The programme delivers wasted food to schools, which is subsequently redistributed 342 to families through pay-as-you-feel market stalls manned by parents, teachers and/or 343 children. It aims to alleviate school hunger (e.g. providing morning toast in 344 classrooms) while raising awareness of food wastage. It was co-founded by a school 345 in an area of high deprivation in a city in the north of England, described by the co-346 ordinator as a "desert" of access to both food and service provision. Organisers lead 347 assemblies and classes to teach children about health, sustainability and 348 entrepreneurship through handling wasted food. The programme also aims to 349 contribute to the network's campaign strategy, "empowering" children to "feel like 350 they have the power to be an activist", as one organiser described. Its aims thus go 351 beyond providing inexpensive foods to families. Further, it hopes to instil changes in 352 children's attitudes and skills around food that it is hoped will help them prevent food 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 it might grow a bit or whatever else; there's a whole lot more to it… (Nik) 492 Nik thus reframed fruit as more-than-food: a relational "material-semiotic actor" 493 (Haraway, 1988) whose 'job' is to do more than feed humans. Here, multi-sensory 494 engagement implied more than intensified sensory receptivity, by layering cognitive 495 knowledge about food with immediate sensation. 535 He reported that most children would reply "yes", suggesting primacy of the expiry-536 date as a mode for interpreting edibility. He would tell them: 537 …'no, you can't, because it hasn't been stored correctly, and actually you don't 538 know how your food's been stored up to the point you get it'…we're really 539 pushing that confidence and use of their senses as much as they can… (Tim) 540 Contextual re-presentation aimed to destabilise the expiry-date's authority and 'push' 541 different kinds of confidence, by enacting sensorial, emotional and situated 542 knowledge (Haraway, 1988) .
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